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really desired to show the superiority of the
champion of the faith, they seem to have bungled
very badly in their supposed effort. For, in trying to
prove the moral superiority of Isfandiar, they have
degraded an even greater representative of the Zoro-
astrian religion, Gushtasp, to the lowest moral
depths. As Spiegel himself observes, Gushtasp is
made to appear in the worst light and this protector
of the faith is given the role of '* an intriguing liar."
He is shown eager to sacrifice a heroic son in order to
retain his crown, to malign the character of Rustam,
and to ruin the military strength of his kingdom. In
fact, they also demonstrate the moral superiority of
Uustam over Isfandiar; for the former risks his life
in order to preserve his honour as a warrior; while the
latter brings on a civil war in his greed for a crown.
Of the three celebrities, Rustam attracts our sympathy
and admiration most, Isfandiar comes next, while
Gushtasp forfeits all claims to honour either as a
king or a father. Can we suppose the priestly com-
posers of the epic or chronicles to go about their task
in this reckless spirit ?
Moreover, had these priestly writers been attemp-
ting to exalt Isfandiar at the expense of others, they
had, at their disposal, a very superior instrumentality,
which they "would appear to have missed most unac-
countably. Admittedly even upto the Parthian age,
the Avesta was being edited, and nothing would have
been easier than to have introduced the eulogium of
Isfandiar in some of the Yashts. But there has been